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WITH A VOLLEY OF SEARCHING
QUESTIONS BY THE C(OURT.

These Queastions Related to the Retregracs
Movement, the Alleged Receunols-
sance and the Matter of Cealing
Searching Questions by the Jodge
Adveooatle Regarding the “Recenncie

sanoe” of May 81, the Breskl)n's Loop

and the BatuUe of Santago —Schiey
Agailn Denles e Heodgeen Celleguy.

Wasmvoron, Oo' 10.—~Admira) Schley's
ordeal on the witnes. stand bLefore the
Court of Inquiry at the Washington Navy
Yary ended to-day after a volley of searoh-
Ing questions by ths court. These ques-
tions, coming as they &l from the officers
who will render findings and opini ons as to
Admiral Sohley's conduct in the Spanish-
Amerioan War and in the subsequent cor-
respondence with Lieutenant-Commander
Albon C. Hodgson, were the most intersst-
ing of the several hundred queries that
haw been directed st the commander
of the Flylug Squadron By many of
those present at the proceedings they were
regarded as indicating the leaning of the
oourt on osrtain matters, but this s too
broad & supposition, us each question was
prepared by an individual member, and
while submitted as from the court ooliso-
tivaly, only one of the kigh ranking officers
composing the Investigating body s re-
spooaible in evch oase for any seutiments
that might appear to have heen disclosed
by the form ln which the query was couched.

Admiral Schley looked wearied when
he Jeft the stand this aftarnocon. The
physical strain to which he has been sub-
Jooted must have been tremendous and
the meontal anxiety of the three days of
oroms-examination must necessarily Rave
told on him. He had been on the stand
five days, and for the first twe talked almost
continuously, relating the story of the
Mying Squadron’s experiences in (uban
waters. While be did not at any time
to-day lose his remarkable self-control,
be occasionally showed signs of pertur-
bation or vexation, gesticulating with both
bands and sbandouing his usual easy
manner of spoaking

He did not have a very large audience
to-day, due perhaps more to the previous
disappointment of most peopls to be able
. to get places where they ocoukl hear than

to waning interest in the inquiry. When
the Judge Advocate finishnd asking his
questions, Mr. Rayner announosd that
there would be no redirect examimtion,
and that he had only one or two witnesses
to omll. The Judge Advooate has a dossn
or more withosses in rebuttal. It s likely
that tha proceedings will last until the
end of the week.

More than thirty questiona were asked
by the Court. They ocuoncerned mainly
the retrograde movement, the Colon af-
fair, and the matter of coaling. No ques-
tions were asked about the “loop® or the
Hodgeson correspondence, an indication
that the Court has heard a'l the evidenoe
it dewires on those matters. Some of the
Oourt's inquiriss were very direct and
searching. One of the most consplouous
of these was why Sohley, If he thought
the retrograde movement to westward
was based on sound military principles,
went back to Santiago. His answer was
that, having coaled some of his ships, very
fittle time would have been lost, if, on go-
ing back, it had been discoversd that the
Spanish fleet was not there. He did not
explain, however, why he had gone back
at all after having left in the confident
belief that the Spanish squadron was not
in the port.

Other questions related to Admiral
Bchley’s fallure to make any effort at Clen-
fuegos or SBantiago, beyond sending in the
neutral steamer, Adula, at the first-named
port, to asoertain whether the Spanish
fleot was at those places, to the possibility
of blockading Santingo for a few davs
and still having coal enough to reach Koy
West (and Admiral Schley admitted that
it waa posaible), to the chance that Cervera
oould have escaped ovetween Schley's
squadron and the south coast of Cuba on
socoount of the distanoce Schley steamed
from shore (and Admiral Schley admitted
that the enemy might have done It at night);
to the risk that should have been taken
in coaling off Santiago in view of the im-
portance of the situation there; to the
conversation between Admiral Schley and
Capt. Cotton about coaling ships at Mole
Bt. Nicholas, and to his reasons for direot-
fng his ships on May 81 to fue at the Colon
it Ma only purpose was to develop the
fortifications at Santiago

To one question by the Court Admiral
Bohley said that his object in developing
the Santiago batteries was to prepars for a
possible attempt to foroe the harbor en-

Navy Department, explaining why he left
Bantiago, whan on the stand he gave other
motives that wers not mentioned in the

report

In cross-examining Admiral Schley to-
day Oapt. Lamly confrontad him with his
deapatoh to the Navy Departiment, maying
that the affair of May 81 waa principally to
destroy the Colon. On the stand Admiral
bas explained why ha did not go
the Colon by the statement that the
affair was & reconnoissance to devaiop the
batteries at Santiago His  explanation
the telegram was that he had used the
word “principally® inadvertently, and that
he meant “incidentally * *But,® he added,
“1 will stand by that.” apparently referring
to *principally *

He said that he did not know the rangs
from the Colon was =5 great and thought
she was much nearer than she really waa,
and put the blame for the long rangs on
(now Rear Admiral) Higgiwon of
navigator of
Lasutenant-Commander Poats,
the offiver who testified that Admiral Sobley
was nervous and appeared 1o e suffering
under great mental excibeiant during the

8

affalr of May 51 The Judge Advooats
wanted to know why, after sewing the
Colon, Adwmilral Sohiley had waisd two

days before shooting &t her, and the Ad
miral suswered that e coaled o the mea

e, a0 Lhat I the moonnoissancs made
the Spansh shige come oul e would e
prepared O meet Lo

Admiral Rehley bas stated o the vamnd

that be bl purmcganl comromd 1 T oo
h T Jud‘- Adviumie skt e
day how B was then et e Cook gw

the "l " order  Admiral MLy gaew i
et Cood il thus wnader g wrs *
Bote et et . .
of the snamy, lon Ll Adruire sdo

he  ssturned  aiv *  Pesjwrm! '
that mamsueunee Mo sabd sl L

beard wetdl 2 monibs alter e e
St the Teass Wi Lmomedd e o .
Preven' ing M deows Lo e Weodn

FEW BRARON PO THER Loww

Aduuirnl Botier gave ¢ mew cana T

Admiral Nohley
Hodg~on

mediataly, takin
tiago by the Kl

at npton Roads when
ferenoce with *he captains” A. No

& good deal with Mr
recollect specially what was said

Q Can you state how the number of
blockading vessels in vour squadron prior
to June 1 compared with thoss on the
Hai-Wei
based on testimony of Capt
Folger. of the New Orleans, that he had ad-
'\;kh!!:'\:im‘i,rué Schiey to establish a cireular

olkaule « antiago such as the Japanese
establehed Ne. .
do not know that 1 can give that
however, from the conversation with Capt,
Folger, that the blockade to which he re-
ferred as cireular in form
‘l?h:‘gn number of vessels than my

& general guestion
slon between the Admiral and Capt Folger
with reference to the adoption of the clir-
ovlar

}\ni""

L
on the shi

the mistake
over the log.]
it as the next day

June 17 A
conclusion
Q. State whether or no*, within vour
n'!wm!n-wl s to
o of either

knowledge, any
[lw n or ou',
of thowe
I conclude that largely from the faot that,
whenever a
it was

be given to ot
Mo
had snterwd

of May ™ 1 tam
to *hola on ul\ul. hagards
Oregon and New

sy

e
'

|

t self-evident.

which might be con jured 'uﬁ‘aﬁ'mmn&
Juﬂ- Advocate, did not

ask Admiral Schley to conjure up :‘ng
t

7

owover,
more reasons, but confronted him
had

made to prevent the Brooklyn from turiin
Der broadside 1o possible torpedo attac

by the enamy,. and then ensued these (ues-

tions and answe: «

Q. Whioch of ti we various reasons did
you have 'n mind at that time? A. Prob-
_ably all of them and others

\ was getting to s which of ¢
these reasons did vou have at the time
when vou approved of this turn with a
. Well, T say, probably all
I do not know that |
The fact that

Q. What

port helm?
of them and more
oan remember every one
It was sucosss ful sems to me

|
Judge
we do not want argument . *

Very fow questions were asked Admiral
Schley by the Judge Advocate about the
and
the consaquent correspondence with Lieut
, lenant-Commander Hodgson

reported oolloquy on the Brooklvn

again that there had been

bad seen her. He said he could not r

“tul‘l\nlll

In n“
Mr  Hodgson's Jetter deuving that

colloguy. had cocurred, while vot publish-
lnr the accompanving fetter from odgwon
admitting that the conversation between

Schley and himself as priuted in THe SUN,
was substantiall
mad

COrrect,
the remar
given by

al itter? asked the Judge Advo
Yolee that
“Yew,*'was Admiral Schley's response
Capt  Lemly wanted to  know
right before the
this snswer

ocountry,

BOHLEU'S CROSS-EXAMINATION RESUMED

“You are sull under oath,” sald Admiral
Dewey when Admiral Sohle
As the court assembled.
ietnly resumed bis cross-examination ime
up the blockade of San-

ng Squadron.
By the Judge Advocate
Adoe

Q. id yoi subsequently  have any
confersnce with her commander [Capt
Evans)? A | think not. 1t was not untl

we got off Santiago that | had another
conference

Q Did vou impart to him at any time
the verbal omder «f battle to which vou
have testified’?
fell in with Capt

A The first time that

mander Rodgers, acted for him | don't
remember whether | sald anvthing to him
or not about it ] diddn’t mee Capt  Evana
again until we got off Santingo. 1 talked

Liockade? [This question

at Weir-Hal-Wel ] A No,

with the addition of two

CIRCULAR BLOOKADR.

Q. In a circular blockade, with the ves-
sels pointihg in toward the mouth of the
harbor, are they not
to turn readily and chase in sither direc.
tion, if the enemy '« fleswt comes out, provided
they all turn the same helm?

Is that question in refarence
to a subsequent blockade of Bantlago,
after June 1?

r. Rayner-

The Judge Advooats Not
based

blockade as suggested by Capt

Admiral Schiey

west. That would

plan

happen later

udge Advocate -Have wou stated
in your examination in chief
t’!nnlnw-n.unn with C
in

i the position he then held?
Schley 1

of a dav

Admir
[After

It was June 1
NO VESSEL TRIED TO PASS BLOCEADE
Q. You have stated that no vesse!

the blockade, either going in or coming
out, at Genfuegos or Santiago, prior to
I stated that that was my

Veman!
in the hlocka
st A Nons that | know of
Llockade rmnnin
largely  advertined

I inferred, therefors
of the kind

ooeyrred in wns

the conclusion was faur

The Judge Advocate then began to inter

rogate the Admiral as to the affalr of Mav 11
the telegram !
him

Admiral Sohlev referrad to
Cotton, diretin
The New York
Orleans are on the way

ot and

York for Santiago via Nicholas Mol
He thought that that was all (hat was
oommunicatesd 1o him o the  sulsjew
though it mught dee that Cagnt Folger com-
municated with bham
Q. You had been Ff Santinge teo davs
wienn vou made this reconnossanoe, o
you tern had voma ot * A Y
V. Why aud ¥ wal 1w dave wfore
making any & " 1 LR A Niply
beemuse | nvmibesd mveel! of the oty
HILY o e CRS T v D was et
in ®haokting o 1 themg 't e very
mueh lesller 1o el Ty & - ! nl
n the oyt Thn! the tecdimsiemmiry | W
tetudod mheabd ddeveun the e . -
iy nug e
. You were @ ‘ g om the Nimt
were You e AN part o e
I Ve
A it wae 1) ot ! o~ amiiron
‘om s B Clgng ) B taisin
- - A Y ! .
e W -y ' Tean . i N " I»
Marth hend
Admrn R ] P .
e v M = e L ~harg '
I e Admibra! | Nargs » hasre
TR .-t f . o
-e gy B e
THE R ONNMRLAN S F My
Anhes tel! wha - ) s
w Massgi umeite alie ] »
e whia) fo» e " ’ - » (o
Adrs el
T wlbedl of o gt s o wilh
Lagiain »iuk we ¥ » - & [T

his statement to the Seuate that the loup
been made to avold blanketing the
fire of the other American ships, and lis

, statement on the stand that it Liad been

I your pardon,” interrupted the
dvooste, “that is argument, and

He denled
y ocolloguy,
but admitted that Hodgson had sald «oime-
thing about the Texas and that he (Schiev)
oL ber
anything else about his conversation with
ard to his ‘ullllu‘lllluh of
the

Admiral Schley
hie explanation that the
eatogorieal denial had been
1o the Washington Post bhocatise it was conie
firmatory of the accompanving letter
*You do not mean that the sccompany-
Ing lettor was confirmatory of the cate-

Tl‘xl r'..

him

and at

Lo,
expressed  astonsbiment

w hat
had done to place Mr
and
'u( “1 did not do anything,
woaure the Department had ordered an
investigation and that stopped me from
doing envthing *

chusotts (lagshijp 1o

to the report
of the lowa

took the stand

udge Advocate | knots * T,

that w
. the lowa was not with you vignals wore afterward made, b

you had the ocon-

vour signal
may not be in my sigual book

resalon now 3
After further examination |

record was taken aboard the ot her
I want to invite attention now to another
Evans he was disabled,
and his executive officer, Lieutenant-Com-

Rodgers, but don't | word *Brooklvn

the Brooklvn was not at that wume actually

the flagship

ol
" As

William M | that day

Colon or
did not think at that time that
WAR s
quently proved o lw
that entirely to the navigating oficer and
the Captain

I think,

contaned o
umiron
anking
:v{undmm. to the starboard and the port
abe impression he left was that

& great many more ships than [ had

ment to them?’
not measiure the range
Mr. Potts spoke of our being on the range
they had

. 10 oarry out Hds Instructions
a wport to me, but it was after my tele-
gram had gone, showing that the range

in a good position
that it wes

mautonary
dewtroving

at all It ia | that is the inference therse

on the discus- lotter abott

I think that 1 stated In
my direct testimony that a squadron ar-
ranged circularly about a port and charg-
ing toward ceutre will neosssarily produoe
confusion and require addivional arran
ment provided the enemy can steam eit
east or
another arrangement of
It struck me, in talking over it, that there
oould be but one alternative and that there
:l;-uhl be some confusion, which did acty-

for

necossitale
entirely

regarding
.‘lﬂ Folger that
on May 3 advised you to move
r, and that an the very noest day,
withough you did movs in closer, he sig-
to you that the battery would fire

welbly have made
looking
I was mistaken in stating

(page 177
pendin’y, as to not risking or enippling the
vesnels gl

ooourred
remembwer
specifically on the north coast & French
commandasr who had suceoseded In rannin

tnto one of the ports, and it was sl or ...«1
lu all the newsparvrs & & very great ac-
romplish ment
i anvthing
the ports south, an equal notoret vy wonld |
and, as | saw nothing f the

that jone

you had knowledge at this time
of thess orders
from page 71
the bhombardment?
that
bwr of |"Il‘- In that letter that weres ot
stated, an |
the roas

ation & very few davs

that
of

Yankeo are baving New

they may have been important or not. I
recollect his asking me f we wouid not
defer the mdhg.bo-budm until after
the men should have finished their dinner,
which, of course, I agreed to. We went up
on deck and went into a chart house
where there was a conversation about
the reconnobsancs; and all tha T oan
with any distinotness s that Capt W
son rather agreed that we wore go n’
to do about all that was necessary
reoolleot the incident of calling people off
the tower | remember Mr. Potts toid him
that we were on the range, but beyoud that
I do not recall anything with any pgreat
distinotness or that aaything aterial
was talked about. 1 recollect at the same
time directing a signa: i be made to the
New Orleans (the middle vessel of the
three) to attack the batteris | do not
remenber the signal,'Don't go in any closer '
1 do not recollect directing any sigual
of that sort at all, and | do not faed any
record of it, nor do 1 tod any mcord of
woveral signals that were made -hmnr the
day of the battle The only way oan
nccount for that s that these
signals were written up afierward and
robably forgotten  Of course, a 1oan
n; battle has not his petcil sidd paper out,

omission

except the press correspondents, aod U v

brave all dan

™
Q. 1 would f!:v- to ask you if that signal ¢

with regard to the New Orleans firing on
the batterige i« the only one that you say
vou cannot find? A 1 cannot find it, but
1 am quite distinet in my memory that is,
as reasonably distinet as one can be now

that | directed that, whether by flag or
wig-wag | do not recall, because after
iving the signal officer instructions 1

did not see that he carried thers ont

Mr Ravier May | ask whether you
have any record of siguals from the Mas-

sachusetts’

The Judge Advocate 1 do not know
unless they are in the log of the Muassa-

ohtimet te

Admiral Schloy (after looking at the log
of the Massachusetts) | s this entry
in the log At 130 this ship, with the New
Orlsans and Jowa ‘ i N0 yards

W0 knots, hending sastward previend
fire with the 13 and S och guns on Crstotal
Colon, New Orleans on the batteries.  That
wottld seen to bear out my recollection

The Judge Advicate | now want to
Invite your atteation to page 422 of the
Appondix, to the report of the Bureau of
Navigation, and oall attention espwially
to asignal at 1120 A M from the Massa
the squadron This
I will say, is a list of the signals up-;rn-i---l
of the commamding offiower
I will read that signal  “The
the > ow Orleans and

et

Massachusetts and

lowa will go in after dinner to & distance |
of 7,000 yards and fire at the Cristobal Colon

with &, 12 and 13-inch guns
yvou recall

speed about 10
that sigral? A

1 mewe it hore, and as it s a matteor of official
record | mus' accept it 1 think that s
also in my signal book | think, however,

uld rather bear out the

h guns
Q I do not think vou wi!l find that in |

New Orleans had no 8, 12, and 130
look? A It
but my m-
I had seon it there
No, 1 du not
licial records

It tuay be that the
shig

book Wil you
s that

Wl it i either of the
The Judge Advocate

nignal *133 P M, Rrookivn to squadron
Following Massachusetts, use heavy guns
on Urstobal Colon ® I yvou remember
that sigoal’ A | do not recollect it dis-
tinetly, except that | see it hore

The Judge Advocate Wo think that

Is an orror there beoase

ORDERED A RANGE OF 7000 YARDS
You ordered a range of 7,000 yards on
didd younot? A Yes

U Was this range nwasured from the
from the Morro? A 1 really
the (‘alon
up the harbor as she sulen
M course, | left

far

Q Do you mean you left the measim-
A You, of course, | did
I remember that

And T simply then directed the Captain
ey made

was tor. My recollection s and 1 am
speaking from memory on that point  that
Capt. Higginson in his official report satd

7.0 vards

Q Did your Jetter to the Senate of Fab
18, 1898, plead what [ will designate as the
order, as the reason for not
the Colon? A 1 rather think

Q Wil you read what vou said in your
the cautionary order?
Scoliley read as follows

Admiral *“m

May 31, leaving the Brooklyn and Texas |
ovaling in offing, [ made a reconnoissance |
in afternoon with the Massachius

s, lowa,
the

New Orleans and Vizen o dovelop

enemy's position and incdentally to injure |
or destroy
well up in the harlfor
reconnoiasancs detarmined  without
tion the prosence of the Spanish fleet in

the Colon moored
The result of the
gues

if possibile

the hartvir That question  deckded, it
woukl have been unwise 1o risk until re-
enforeed any chanoe of serious disable-

ment of the ships that would have rendersd

the squadron numerloally inferior to the
enemy. This in my judgment was in
line with the judgment of the Navy [we-
partment st cut on page 171 Ap
pendizx  to Bureau's report  in Seors
tary Long's Instructions  to Hear
Admiral  Sampson in  the wonlds

“The Departinent does not wish the vessels
of your squadron to
fire of the Latteries at
de Cubm or other strongly
in Cubia unless the more formidable Sparisb
e
harbors
ment would suggest that a rigid Yo

b expromes] 1o the
Havara, Santiago

fortified ports

within 1 hose
the Depart
I 0L

should take
Fven in

reluge
this ohswe

and employment of our torpexdo  boats
might accomplish this the destruction |
of the eremy's vessels without suhje
Ing unnecessarily our men-of -war to the
fire of the land batteries' and beoause
the reason that lack of doeking facilities |
made it particularly desirabile that our
vessels should not be erippled This was
substantially repeated on April 24, 188

Arpendin’s, and May 58 “Ag

fortifications ©

Q Is that what vou A That s

s’

what | saud

W You do not say there, do vou, that
f the first
which yon have guoted
I mean 1o say at the time f
A No, I do nt know
I did state that  There were a nun

explained the other dav
that 1 only had the

Whon | K over

f

it now | am surprtsed that « few things
wore omitted | did ot have those oo
TN ORIy 1y possession, bat 1 had
the informatio ¥ the
Q The mforma s i o only one?
A My reonllects w 1 1 e
day that It was timt i Asas .
sipvike of the | 1! ardom { thew plaes
twuinig nterdeted I b war bhs oa
Bcboitiml et racte
J Wl Tyt e rve e
I Yo oot A T rwaitton 1heee e |
fnd them i 1h (YELRLLIE | !
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that the Uniwd States armored vessels
ntstnochrhh-l.'

But thit was after the destruction
of the flest, wagst not? A. It was after the
destruction of tie fleet.

THE BROOKLYN'S TURN.

Q. What was the first movement the
Brooklyn made with her helm on the day
of the action? A. To port, and afterward
It was put hard aport by Capt. Cook.

Q. You did not say at first whether *h
aport® or simply “aport.® A When
asked him, “ls your Lelm hard aport?” his

rrpl{ W ecither “aport® or “hard aport.”
but from the way that the ship was swingin
at that tume | assumed that it was “han
aport,” because she went arcund rather

Q. You regard this as a very important
manmuvre, don't you® A Yes | think
1t was the movement that decided the resule
of that dav

Y Dud you mention this manruvre in
your report of the battle? A No: 1 did
not know that it was golng to be a malter
of question It struck me that as it was
& were ncident in the battle it could never
be questioned

Q But you regard it as an important
tactical movement? A, Sioce it has Loen
w0 much the subject of controversy, [ now
regard it as very froportant

WML understand you correet. v, Capt
Cook, who was in command of the ship,
gave the order for this movement without
consulting you, the Commander-in-Chief
A Only under his general lustructions
Upon going w1 told him what | wanted ‘
him w do

Q What was that?” A That was the
signal that was hodsted for “Close action,” |
or "Close up,* and that meant to keep
somewhere about 1o vards distanoe so
as 1o be cutside of tor pedo range ‘

Q Then “port the helm”™ or *hard |

|
]
||
|
l

s
aport® had no referenos to keeping in close, |
had it A That was to turn on the way
tor the sonth Ihe ship had approa hoesd,
as Capt Cook thought, within the instrac-
tions give His conception of the move

ment that was proper at that tims wdded
mecisely with my own, because 1 should
have given the order 1n & second i e had
net

W

TARES RESPONSIBILITY OF LOoOP

Q That being a very important
[ matveuvere, amnd vou being the
offieer, Jo you consider that the
sponsibility for that maneruvre rests  upon
you? A Alsolutely Even o 1 did nent
give the order, 1 approved it after it wus
‘!\'H

Q | assume that any
have been given by sigoal

tanrti-
sendor
full re

order given would
Was nny such

sigral ordervt or given from  the Brook- |
v to the other vessls of the squadron !
woons Lo osecure uniformity of action? A :

vas b
1 hetr

They had made their turn, and o
calise of the possibiity of getting to

crows fire that the turn of the Hrookiyn
was made

U Was that the purpose of the loop?
A Not entirely, it was one of the reasons - |
to avokl that at the crucial ume of the |
battle, when the fire of our battlesbips
war w0 alwolutely important The move
ment of courne had two purposes flrst, to
avosd that, and, second, to continne the a
tion. The New York beung entirely out
of it, the Brooklvn had t

lead, and if we had sacritioesd
t have Jost the hattle

indication did vou give
{ the floet to whow the dire

Important
Ler we mig
U Wi

Other vesss s

|
take the very |
|
|
|

the

| tion o whnch the Brooklyn was Roing o |
turn or was turning® A I did not give
any, because | did not think we were n

any dangerous proximity to them  But after

wo turned, the signal was made to follow
the flag wul they followed it

Q That was after the turn, that
evidence But my question mlates to
the time befora the turn Now | want to
ask if vour first signal,in the action of July
ALvwas no! Lo the westward division only?
A Probably, yew., It was to clear slup
for action |

Q Does wour report of tha hattle show |
that? A Tthink | w0 stated], veu |

"POLLOW-THE-PLAG" SIONAL

Q Where, herstalore, hefore this inquire,
have vou mentioned the sigual “Follow
the flag.” that was made Julv 3, or s saud
to have besn made July 37 A | thank 1/
have kept my mouth shut pretty close
about nﬂ such things

QY Where is there, in the record, any
written statement? A 1 do not know that
there ix Ax | said before, there were Quitea
number of these signals that, in the % wry
of Lattle, escaped record.

Q Put vou made no reoord of thus par
ticular signal?® A I know of no record of |
it 1 recollect giving and 1t was fiy
for twenty minutos and the signal ha .m-"
that hore it was shot

s in

Q Did the Brookiyn, on the occasion of
the battle, stand in and attempt to wink
the Spanish fleet in the chaunel? A 1
think she obeved orders q

1 want! an answer ' that guestion
A g‘n-- I started in, at first, of course,
to help the others as much as peossible  and
to have them help me  But my biea was,
swing the direction In which they were
goang, that if we conld confuse thess people
our battleships could sink them I had no

fdea that they would esoape
How close in did the Brooklyn go to !
A. From the time the battle
opetiexd, which was tg the neighborhood of
$ A shewas goingat therate of about twelve
knots an hour. so that the first five nunutes
would have brought her about amile inshore
The first five minutes would have brought l
 mile out, which

the snemy 's vessels abou
would have left about 200 vards et ween
the two squadrons | should say that
she continned twelve 1o fourtesn minutes
probably - that is a mere estimate | did not
pull out my wateh and take the time, but 1
shiould say that we got
PHOOKLYN S DISTANCE PROM HARKOR
Q Within what distance from the mouth |

G Wis W

Litmes

matter of words, 1 did
ll} L L
thing

! rammin
-

of two 1t
|

recollect ? A. It

2. 4t g )

1901.

t
:
i
?

thing,

ok

was nothing
them at that time,

the case in any battle, when
to run

chase
peopls start

Q That was the case in this battle,
wast't it?7 A Yes

3.‘ Within  your knowledge, was there
any vessal present not necessarily engnged
with the Spanish torpedo boat destroyers
whioch falled to 8o chase? If so, what ves-
sel? A 1 think there were several that
did not chase because they could nos

Q. That would not fall within the scope
of the question. A. | am uot able teo
answer that

tﬁ You know of no vessel that falled?
A do not know of any  There was not
any one that could keep up with the Oregon
and the Brooklva

BSCHLEY 8 FEPOAT OF THE BATTLSE.

The Judge Advocate -| want to ask you
to look at your report of the battle, printed
in the Appendix, page 510

Mr Rayner 1 do uot think that has been

iven n evidenos We ask that that be

one now

":'.t' Judge \dvoosts No objetion at all.

The Juc g Advocate directed the atten-
tion of the this  paragraph
“Sinee waching this place and holding con-
versation wWith swernl of the captains,

>3

Wilness 14

vieg  Capt. Eulate, of the Viscava, and the
second in command of the Colon, Com-
mander Coutreas, 1 have learned that
the Spanish \dmiral's scheme was to con-
contrate all fire for awhile on the Brooklyn
and the Viscava to ram her, in hopes that

a
it they could dewtroy hor, the chatce of
ERCAPO WOLL L Le noeroasessl, ax It was sUjp-

posesd ahe was the wwiftest shilp of your

sy uadror This espnluinse the heavy fire
mentionsd  and the Viseaya's action
the earier moments of the cngagenment
The execution of this purpose wss pr y.? tly
| defented by the fact that all the ships of the
squadron advancesd Juto close range and

operiesd an i stiliy furous and terrifo

fite upon the s squadron as it was
coming tof the harbor ®

Q. Do you find that* A 1 find that

@ There's cortain testimony befors this
court which indicates that before the Brook
Iyn's helmi wa put hard aport she had
Deen sWging with easy | helmn Can
yYull invite U} fTlesitaon of the Court o nny
report heretofore made the subjet of
this movernent f | n? A 1 don't
really know whero 1t was nmentionss lonly '
recald that i going ' wroIWies
thet day, or perhups mors frequently, the

I was | » starboand and O port, i
order et mt ] o=arpeosed wore the
changes in the helin mads v the squadron
coming " It was a bitle dibiouit to
deteriuine whether they were golng  be
tween the Texas and mivse or the ot heer
"o From the time ve sturted with our

heads in the direetion «f SN Wountil we
reached the polnt where we  turned |
think it was some ten or teelve minuates

L \ il sy thiat o il s the
starboard side of tie loexns at any e
during tiv nof the Brook!'va on July 8,
| doyoun (O

PINTANCES FROM ENIEMY SHIPs

Q You have stuted in your letter of
July 1 Im, that wle ir helin was
put hard apnrt you wers within 1 000 vards

Viscaya, s tha rrect? A |
Mowas about that, that was Iy

o» . n

QN Fexas, the lowa and the Oregon
all rops ' R { 2000 vards or al
that at that tinwe? A Yo

"' l - . ' DA LI L' Hisstent
are thev?” A 1 doi't & what ey
reported I only know what we measured

Q How did you measure? A By
stachometor

. Could you 1 tell by the wavy the
Toxus was tunm I whether she was using

e engine or niot A. We wers too faf
avay for me to notiew a detall of that Kind
I never heard of the Texas incident for
S months alter the battle had boon «

it

Q When were vou able to determine
by the way the Brooklyn turned, whether
one engine was backing or not? A
was always under the mpression, as |
stated the other iy, merely from the
chuarning of the water | saw, that her star -
board engine was hacking, asd it was
some time before | found out that was not
& matter of record There was every
evidenon of that under her stern, and |

had it formerly in my mind, bat that prob
f the errors which we some-
1 e

PREFARATIONS FOR RAMMING

Q. There has lwen some testimony
before the court in regard 1o the prepa
ra s for mmnung n board the L'- K-
Ivi A | recoliset suving to Capt Cook,
*lavrk 11, thev are going ram you *
Ihee fact hat the order reached below
was ovidenoe s that he ha heswided
the order At the same time |
to “look out for the riwdo bhoats |
beard b direct Mr Mason to detail ons or
two g f one of the Latleries 1 ook

it for t)

Q1 was referring more  part riy
0 “an ordasr ",,;V WAS S e ? ha 'u.“;
given 1o Cprepare 1o ran Do vou know
about that order? Al doo ' ot
Whether wo gave e arder for proeparatiorn

Mr. Ravner Was the order “prepars to
ram"” or t stand by to raun®** AT think
It was to “stared by to ram "

The Judge Advoente 1t would he a mere

pretend e
Hut they mean practically the same |
Adimiral Sohley N I don't think s
Q. *Stand by to ram®™ or *stand by
A | thunk 1t was "stas

That might be su
erpreta i~

was this, as

for
| by |

wiptible

raumming

QO When nearly as you can |

WAS some maoments e

of the harbor? A 1 should sav that wae p e ke T S oo .
cortainly got within a mile and a half prob H | mada the tur, or P, perhagw
nhiy I did not attemy 1O Measiure ox ".‘l' -l 'h"‘ "ﬁ - p " 8
& ' 1 ) . M 1] Ny
actly The only way [ have is to estimate by ¢ i SETECRNGS W RS AV
the speed of the squadron i het aeen I two words It ha ..-" wtn : ]
L‘ I have not heard vour final estimate? I\‘ WESHA R § R S
as ' . M
A 1 should say from & mile toa mile and | | ". " lli g ot Mk
la half It looksl very olose 10 me | \ d ““ A : "' 3 s
| remember distinetle (oo fact of the ranes "‘“' : '”. . W Was “
being LI00 vards some moments before | ™ .‘| I g '.L wt 0" baw ¢
the ship tuarned The second ship of the | ¥ " ) " . “l L. S ’
ROURATON  ImDressed e as be ng st . R4 l" » A v sy
than the others, beause | rerpeanler this ; o wilg 5 It WAs M A
st ALY ¢ MR p
distinet featurs of thoss men running from 1 \. n-, i natant o m.. " ‘ i
A . re ) olne
the turret (o the superstructure and bet woen BER. N0 CNMVV O 2 -
their bogs ! could see daviight with my ;" inng 7 A. ] v aptair
{1 e m iy tions
| naked eye i ""~ 1 &i\ . | ' o= . 1 R 1
U And they weren how far off then? . iy “ a “‘ . - Ly ' .
A T shonuld say evrtainly over 1w v R "‘ A remamby " a Tawily
Q That was when wvou saw davight "A. "‘ -I.’l . -'. : .A ' ' .|'
" » 0 ) bise
hetween thelr legs. when they were 1 'i‘ ; A':. \ b ;
his fusl@mes . ! more
ning® A Yes Of ocourse there was a 1 . |..1k .-' / 1 : \'. " cl"l n !
|-‘:.---"v clar background tehind them | " 'n‘l‘.--‘.-.v,.u '\ru : .4 Al v . .
W When the Spanish sgquadion s \' X l".‘l o ' \' " '_" s o
cvwdod in getting out of the harbwor of San- | 8119 I think s R g ramals »
tagn. was there anvthing for vou 1o da bt | Lol s VA adl ;g o
. R .« it
chase them® A Well, no, | suppuome 101, O\ L ' \' |"' " himt
nothing tn do but to chase then Bt to | A LU L U “ i . a
| ¥ venr . t he " A
| provent your I« & ' il t Viemava
A Wall, 11 I » i | k
B! That! resx
. Cage n You had letter produce
the ongina
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when Carlshad Sorudel Salt a ‘
- .
15 taken It freshens the ‘;
|
skin wonderfully, clears the | scmiay's - - &
svstem and purihesthe bhlood ‘ 't
Carlshad Sprudel Salt s a 5 '
| \ .
psitive cure lor constipation '
disorGerad stomach, bilious ’
-
ness, dyspepsia, ol - .
of »
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a a ‘ :
.I )
LD .
s obtammed by evaporatim :
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That’s All!
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continue in the no
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